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PER CURI AM

M ssouri inmate Janes W Chanbers appeals from an order of the
district court! granting summary judgnment in favor of defendant prison
officials in this 42 U S.C. § 1983 action. W affirm

Chanbers filed two informal grievances agai nst correctional officers
during July 1993. One alleged that a correctional officer had stol en
phot os of Chanbers' wife fromhis cell and scratched his television. 1In
the other Chanbers clainmed that a guard had set him up with a snall
guantity of marijuana. Chanbers received conduct
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vi ol ations based on the content of the two grievance letters. The first
violation was for giving false information and the second for insulting
behavi or. The defendant prison officials concluded Chanbers was guilty in
each instance based solely on the statenents of the guards he had accused
of wr ongdoi ng. He was given suspended activity restrictions for each
vi ol ation.

On appeal within the prison grievance system both conduct violations
were expunged in October 1993. |In exchange, Chanbers agreed in witing
that the expunctions were the final resolutions of his grievances.

This federal court action had been filed a nonth earlier. Count |
of the verified conplaint alleged high-ranking prison officials had adopted
an unwitten policy of allowing lower-ranking officials to retaliate
agai nst inmates by punishing themfor filing grievances. Counts Il and ||
all eged that the officers directly involved in the incidents described
above knew or should have known they violated his rights to petition for
redress by punishing him Count |V stated that he had asked Paul Del o,
superintendent of the Potosi Correctional Facility, to correct the
constitutional violations and that he had refused. The district court
granted sumary judgnent on all counts after concluding that Chanbers had
not presented evidence to create a genuine issue of material fact that the
conduct violations were fal se.

On appeal, Chanbers argues that his verified conplaint alleged that
t he conduct violations were false. W need not reach the issue ruled on
by the district court, however, because Chanbers executed valid rel eases
of his clains against the defendants in return for expunction of his
violations. An inmate may settle his clains voluntarily |ike any other
litigant. The statenents signed by Chanbers accepted the expunctions as
the "final resolution to [his] conplaint” and a "final resolution to [his]
grievance." There is no evidence in the record to suggest he was coerced
in any



way, and his federal court action was pending when he signed the
agr eenents.

These facts are unlike those in D xon v. Brown, 38 F.3d 379, 379 (8th
Cir. 1994), in which prison officials unilaterally disnissed charges

against an inmate after he alleged in a federal court action that they were
filed in retaliation against him Since injury inheres at the tine a
retaliatory charge is filed, the inmate's § 1983 action could not be
nooted by the unilateral action of prison officials. 1d. 1In this case,
however, Chanbers voluntarily released his clains and is therefore barred
frompursuing this action

Accordingly, the judgnent of disnmissal is affirned.
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